the review process with the Editorial Committee. We discuss at length the strengths and weaknesses of each article and often disagree, which necessitates further discussion. If consensus on the politics of a topic was required for an article's acceptance, the Journal would never publish anything.
Case in point: the current issue. As with every issue of the Journal that is not dedicated to a single subject, this one contains articles on a broad spectrum of topics, all of which have been accepted because of their sound science, logic, documentation, and relevance to public health. The feature article by Mark Lobato et al. on the association of program activities with decreasing incidence of tuberculosis is extremely pertinent as society tries to come up with ways to maintain and improve health with limited resources. From the vantage point of much of the population, diseases like tb and polio have been contained, and it is easy to forget that not long ago entire hospitals were dedicated to caring for people who contracted these conditions. It is critical that there be continued surveillance and research on these diseases, as this article shows, or their incidence can and will rise.
All of this costs money, and money and politics will always be bedfellows. If you have a contrary opinion about anything in the Journal, let us hear from you. The intelligent, spirited exchange of ideas and opinions will allow all of us to learn; isn't that the point, after all? Robert A. Rinsky, PhD
